REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present application in 
view of the foregoing amendments and the following remarks are respectfully 
requested. 

Currently, Claims 1 through 21 are pending in the application. Claim 1 is 
an independent claim, with Claims 2 through 8 depending therefrom. Claim 9 is 
an independent claim, with Claims 10 through 16 depending therefrom. Claim 17 
is an independent claim, with Claims 18 through 21 depending therefrom. 

The following is a brief summary of the Examiner's action of September 
27, 2006 and the reference cited therein: 

Claims 1, 3, 5, and 6 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) 
for alleged anticipation by U. S. Patent No. 6,067,759 
( House) . 

Claims 2, 4, 7, and 9 through 15 have been rejected under 35 

U.S.C. § 103(a) for alleged obviousness in view of House . 
Claims 17 through 21 have been allowed. 

Claims 8 and 16 have objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim but have been indicated to be allowable 
if rewritten in independent form to include all the limitations 
of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
There are no objections to the drawings or to the specification. 
Applicants have carefully considered the September 27, 2006 Office 
Action and reply herein to every ground of rejection. 
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I. ANTICIPATION 

Applicants respectfully traverse the Examiner's rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102. Claim 1 calls for a wall structure having an outside surface defining a 
perimeter and an inside surface defining a curb opening, the wall structure 
between the outside and inside surfaces defining a plurality of fastener openings 
therein parallel with the outside and inside surfaces oriented for receipt of 
fasteners therethrough. House does not disclose such a structure. The 
September 27, 2006 Office Action refers to House 's side 3 as a "wall structure," 
but there is no disclosure in House of that wall structure defining a plurality of 
faster openings between the outside and inside surfaces of House 's side 3 if side 
3 is a wall structure. The September 27, 2006 Office Action refers to "fastener 
openings 25" of House , but House provides no disclosure that component 25 is a 
fastener opening. Indeed, a detailed search of the text of House fails to reveal 
any mention at all of component 25. 

What is known from House is that it discloses use of wood nailers (labeled 
component 23 in House 's figures) (see Column 4, lines 18 through 24), that 
House says may be secured in place by "driving spiral shank nails 24 through the 
tops of the wood nailer into the inturned top flanges as shown in FIG. 2." 
Accordingly, it must be concluded that House teaches exactly the opposite of 
Applicant's claimed invention: the House apparatus has no fastener openings for 
receipt of fasteners therethrough and, instead, nails must be driven into what the 
Examiner has characterized as the wall structure of House. 
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For at least these reasons, House does not anticipate the invention of 
Claim 1. 

Because Claims 3, 5, and 6 depend from Claim 1, for at least these 
reasons House likewise does not anticipate Claims 3, 5, and 6. 

II. OBVIOUSNESS 

Claims 2, 4, and 7 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
allegedly unpatentable over House . However, all three of these claims depend 
from Claim 1 . Therefore, all three of these claims include a wall structure having 
an outside surface defining a perimeter and an inside surface defining a curb 
opening, the wall structure between the outside and inside surfaces defining a 
plurality of fastener openings therein parallel with the outside and inside surfaces 
oriented for receipt of fasteners therethrough. House contains no disclosure that 
teaches, suggests, or motivates toward such a structure. The September 27, 
2006 Office Action refers to House 's side 3 as a "wall structure," but House 
discloses use of wood nailers (labeled component 23 in House 's figures) (see 
Column 4, lines 18 through 24), that House says may be secured in place by 
"driving spiral shank nails 24 through the tops of the wood nailer intQ the inturned 
top flanges as shown in FIG. 2." Accordingly, House teaches away from 
Applicant's claimed invention: the House apparatus has no fastener openings for 
receipt of fasteners therethrough and, instead, nails must be driven into what the 
Examiner has characterized as the wall structure of House . Without having 
driven the nails 24 into House 's inturned flange 5, the wood nailers would not be 
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held to House 's roof curb structure. There is no teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation from House to do otherwise. 

For at least these reasons, Claims 2, 4, and 7 are not obvious in view of 
House . 

Claims 9 through 15 also have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being allegedly unpatentable over House . Claim 9 calls for a curb that includes 
standards, the standards each including at least two apertures therethrough for 
receipt of roof attachment fasteners, the apertures disposed through the 
standards. House contains no disclosure of such a structure, nor any teaching, 
suggestion, or motivation to arrive at such a structure. The September 27, 2006 
Office Action refers to House 's side 3 as a "wall structure," but there is no 
disclosure in House of that wall structure defining apertures therethrough for 
receipt of roof attachment fasteners, the apertures disposed through the 
standards. The September 27, 2006 Office Action refers to "fastener openings 
25" of House , but House provides no disclosure that component 25 is a fastener 
opening. Indeed, a detailed search of the text of House fails to reveal any 
mention at all of component 25. 

House discloses the use of wood nailers (labeled component 23 in 
House 's figures) (see Column 4, lines 18 through 24) that House says are to be 
secured in place by "driving spiral shank nails 24 through the tops of the wood 
nailer inlQ the inturned top flanges as shown in FIG. 2." Accordingly, House 
teaches away from Applicant's claimed invention: the House apparatus has no 
curb that includes standards, the standards each including at least two apertures 
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therethrough for receipt of roof attachment fasteners, the apertures disposed 
through the standards. Instead, with the House apparatus, nails must be driven 
into what the Examiner has characterized as the wall structure of House . 
Furthermore, it would appear that the House apparatus must be secured to a roof 
by use of bottom flanges 8 in Figure 2. 

For at least these reasons, Claim 9 is not obvious in view of House . 

Because Claims 10 through 15 depend from Claim 9, for at least these 
reasons House likewise does not anticipate Claims 10 through 15. 

III. CONCLUSION 

Based on the foregoing remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that all 
issues raised in the Office Action have been fully addressed, and the application, 
including all pending claims, is in complete condition for allowance. Favorable 
action, therefore, is respectfully requested. If, after consideration of the 
foregoing, however, any issues remain, the Examiner is invited to telephone the 
undersigned. 

If any fee beyond that submitted herewith, or any extension of time, is 
required, the undersigned hereby petitions the Commissioner to grant any 
necessary time extension and authorizes charging Deposit Account No. 50-3959 
for any such fee not submitted herewith. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

TURNER, PADGET, GRAHAM & LANEY, P.A. 



Timothy' D. 2>t JCTair ! 
Registration No. 48, 316 

P. O. Box 1509 

Greenville, South Carolina 29602 

(864) 552-4642 
(864) 282-5956 



December 22, 2006 
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